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Letter 
S1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S1-1 
A federal consistency determination has been submitted to the Hawai‘i Coastal 
Zone Management Program. 
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S2-1 

Letter 
S2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S2-1 
The Residential Communities Initiative (RCI) Office, as the lead department 
for planning Army Family Housing, closely coordinates future student 
requirements with the State Department of Education.  To this end, Keith 
Nishioka, RCI Project Manager, has been working with DOE District 
Superintendents Gary Griffiths and Betty Mow.  On behalf of the Army, he 
works with Keith Kameoka from the DOE, to generate School Enrollment 
Projections with as much accuracy as possible.  The Development Partnership 
plans its demolition/reconstruction/renovation/reallocations years in advance, 
coordinating with the DOE.  In turn, the DOE understands that the Army 
communities must be advised one year in advance of any changes in school 
districting.  Furthermore, the RCI also works with Heidi Meeker from the 
DOE's Planning Branch. 
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S2-2 

 
 
 
 
S2-2 
Noise impacts on these schools are not directly attributable to SBCT, but to 
pre-existing conditions.  Therefore the Army cannot commit to mitigation for 
these conditions under this project. 
 
S2-3 
Impacts on students are addressed in Sections 4.13 and 5.13.  Health and 
safety impacts are discussed in Sections 4.12, 5.12, 6.12, 7.12, and 8.12. No 
health and safety impacts have been identified which would affect students at 
the listed schools, with the exception of noise impacts discussed in sections 
4.13 and 5.13. 
 
S2-4 
The Army would consult with local and state schools officials on these issues 
if the proposed action is implemented. 

S2-3 

S2-4 



Stryker Brigade C
om

bat Team
 Final EIS, H

aw
ai‘i 

A
ppendix P. C

om
m

ents and Responses 

Comments Responses 

M
ay 2004 

P-89 

S3-1 

Letter 
S3 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S3-1 
A discussion of renovation/demolition activities with asbestos associated with 
this project can be found in section 3.12.3 and Appendix N of the EIS. Any 
construction projects will meet Federal, State, and local guidelines and 
regulation. 
 
S3-2 
The Army has committed to mitigating dust from vehicle traffic on unpaved 
roads through a combination of dust control chemical applications and the use 
of washed gravel for surfacing military vehicle trails. Hygroscopic salt solutions 
(such as calcium chloride and/or magnesium chloride) appear to be the most 
logical choice for application to unpaved roads and military vehicle trails at 
USARHAW installations.  Monitoring road surface moisture conditions and 
dust generation levels would be important components of an adaptive 
management program that seeks to optimize the proper timing of dust 
suppressant applications.  To the extent possible, planned dust suppressant 
applications should be scheduled to immediately precede periods of significant 
convoy traffic.  As noted in the Final EIS, the Army would implement a Dust 
and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan that would include ambient air 
quality monitoring of PM10 conditions.  The monitoring of ambient PM10 
concentrations would help guide the development and implementation of an 
adaptive management program to manage training area lands and modify 
training procedures as necessary to ensure compliance with federal air quality 
standards.  Dust control measures for construction projects would be 
incorporated into construction contracts as required procedures. 

S3-1 
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cont'd 
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S4-1 

Letter 
S4 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-1 
Sections 4.10, 5.10, 6.10, 7.10, and 8.10 have been revised to address this issue. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-2 
This information is included in Appendix N. 

S4-2 
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S4-2 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-3 
Thank you.  The Army will ensure that all required state and federal permits 
are obtained 
 
 
 
 
S4-4 
Thank you. 

S4-3 

S4-4 
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S4-4 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-5 
This wetland was incorrectly identified as jurisdictional. 
 
 
 
S4-6 
In section 4.14 of the EIS the Army evaluated the existing public services and 
has determined adequate capacity and no significant impacts. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-7 
At this time the Army is not proposing any fill in waters of the U.S. and 
therefore a Section 404 CWA permit is not required. Please see Section 4.8 for 
further information. 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-8 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been considered and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 

S4-5 

S4-6 

S4-7 

S4-8 
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S4-8 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S4-9 
We thank you for your comment.  The Army will ensure that appropriate 
certifications are included on all project submissions when such language is 
required.    However, the certification you propose is not required for the 
FEIS or ROD. 

S4-9 
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Letter 
S5 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S5-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been considered and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 

S5-1 
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S6-1 

Letter 
S6 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S6-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been noted and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 
 
S6-2 
The EIS has determined that there is no significant change to wastewater and 
wastewater treatment if the proposed action is implemented.  The Army abides 
by all appropriate federal laws and regulations in the design and management 
of its wastewater facilities. State regulations and guidelines do not apply to 
federal actions. 

S6-2 
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Letter 
S7 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S7-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been considered and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 

S7-1 
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Letter 
S8 
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S8-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S8-1 
Sections 4.12, 5.12, 6.12, 7.12, and 8.12 discuss potential flood hazards from 
the proposed action. The Army will comply with all applicable laws and 
regulations. 
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Letter 
S9 
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S9-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S9-1 
Comment noted.  The Army will consult with the State prior to project 
implementation. 
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Letter 
S10 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S10-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been considered and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 

S10-1 
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Letter 
S11 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S11-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been considered and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process. 

S11-1 
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S12-1 

Letter 
S12 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S12-1 
Chapter 9 discusses the cumulative impacts of the new Saddle Road in relation 
to the proposed action. 
 
 
 
 
 
S12-2 
Any significant future changes in force, equipments, training, or construction 
will be subject to NEPA and the appropriate NEPA documentation will be 
prepared.  This would address impacts to traffic as well as all other resource 
areas.  The Department of Transportation would be invited to comment on 
any future projects. 

S12-2 
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S12-2 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
S12-3 
The Army has committed to mitigating dust from vehicle traffic on unpaved 
roads through a combination of dust control chemical applications and the use 
of washed gravel for surfacing military vehicle trails. Hygroscopic salt solutions 
(such as calcium chloride and/or magnesium chloride) appear to be the most 
logical choice for application to unpaved roads and military vehicle trails at 
USARHAW installations.  Monitoring road surface moisture conditions and 
dust generation levels would be important components of an adaptive 
management program that seeks to optimize the proper timing of dust 
suppressant applications.  To the extent possible, planned dust suppressant 
applications should be scheduled to immediately precede periods of significant 
convoy traffic.  As noted in the Final EIS, the Army would implement a Dust 
and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan that would include ambient air 
quality monitoring of PM10 conditions.  The monitoring of ambient PM10 
concentrations would help guide the development and implementation of an 
adaptive management program to manage training area lands and modify 
training procedures as necessary to ensure compliance with federal air quality 
standards. 
 
S12-4 
Changes made, except page 8-76.  Kuhio Village is indicating a place name not 
a road name. 

S12-3 

S12-4 
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S13-1 

Letter 
S13 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S13-1 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been noted and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process 
 
S13-2 
We thank you for your comment and participation in this public process.  
Your comment has been noted and has been included as part of the 
administrative record for this process 
 
S13-3 
The EIS has determined that there is no significant impact to public services 
by the implementation of the proposed action.  The Army designs all of its 
projects, including those in this proposed action, in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 "Greening the Government through Efficient Energy 
Management" (June 2001), Executive Order 13101 "Greening the 
Government through Waste Prevention, Recycling, and Federal 
Acquisition" (September 1998), and Department of the Army Engineering 
Technical Letter 1110-3-491 "Sustainable Design for Military Facilities" (May 
2001) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Sustainable Project Rating Tool 
(SPiRiT).  These documents and tools provide design guidelines and standards 
for sustainable development - addressing water resources, energy and 
atmospheric resources, indoor environmental quality, material and other 
resources. 

S13-2 

S13-3 
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S13-3 
cont’d 
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S14 

 
 
 
 
 
 
S14-1 
The public comment period was extended to 90 days and ended on January 3, 
2004. According to NEPA regulations, the main text of a Final EIS should 
normally be no longer than 300 pages for proposals of unusual scope or 
complexity (40 CFR 1502.7).  In practice, this recommended page limit is 
typically exceeded.  The main text of this SBCT document is well over the 
suggested 300 pages in length, but the scope of the proposal, involving twenty-
eight projects, acquisition of over 24,000 acres of land on two Hawaiian 
islands, and the comprehensive and complex evaluation of  a multitude of 
resource impacts on the affected environment on O‘ahu and Hawai‘i 
necessitates an impact statement of this magnitude.  For reviewers not electing 
to read the entire main text, an Executive Summary provides a comprehensive 
impact evaluation overview, including a mitigation matrix.  This is a large, 
comprehensive document requiring considerable time to thoroughly review.  
In view of this, the 45-day minimum comment period for draft environmental 
impact statements required by NEPA was extended to 90 days.  Three months 
was considered an adequate period of time to review the document and 
provide written comments. 
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S14-1 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S14-2 
As discussed in section 1.6 of the FEIS, the ROD for the Programmatic EIS 
directed the 2nd Brigade, 25th Infantry Division (Light) at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawai‘i to transform to an SBCT. The Commanding General of the 25th ID
(L) is charged with deciding how best to achieve that directive and provide for 
military training, readiness, and facility requirements to meet SBCT 
transformation needs, while enabling the current forces to continue carrying 
out their missions and giving due consideration to environmental factors. This 
decision will be based on the results of this EIS, and on consideration of all 
relevant factors including mission, cost, technical factors, and environmental 
considerations. This EIS considers a reasonable range of alternatives including 
several alternatives that involve transforming and/or training on the U.S. 
mainland. As discussed in Section 2.6, the mainland alternatives were not 
analyzed in detail because they did not meet the purpose and need of the 
proposed action. (Complete details on the proposed action are presented in 
Chapter 2 and Appendix D.) 

S14-2 
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S14-2 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S14-3 
No presumption has been made as to the alternative to be selected.  The Army 
has not, and will not, irretrievably commit resources which would prejudice 
the selection of alternatives until a final decision has been made. 
 
S14-4 
Mitigation measures likely to occur are outlined in the Executive Summary.  
These proposed mitigation measures were included for public comment. The 
Army reviewed the measures based on public comments and the benefits of 
each measure to reduce impacts.  The Army has listed those mitigation 
measures that are high priority and those that are unlikely to occur because of 
limited resource, unfeasible or there are similar measures already in place.  The 
ROD will indicate which mitigation measures will  be implemented. 
 
S14-5 
The public comment period was extended to 90 days and ended on January 3, 
2004. Regarding time for EIS review, this is a large, comprehensive document 
requiring considerable time to thoroughly review.  In view of this, the 45-day 
minimum comment period for draft environmental impact statements required 
by NEPA was extended to 90 days.  Three months was considered an 
adequate period of time to review the document and provide written 
comments. 

S14-3 

S14-4 

S14-5 
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Letter 
S15 
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S15-1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S15-1 
The Army has reviewed the public comments and has expanded discussions to 
address comments submitted.  As discussed in Chapter 2, the Army has 
determined that a supplemental Draft EIS is not necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S15-2 
As discussed in section 1.6 of the FEIS, the ROD for the Programmatic EIS 
directed the 2nd Brigade, 25th Infantry Division (Light) at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawai‘i to transform to an SBCT. The Commanding General of the 25th ID
(L) is charged with deciding how best to achieve that directive and provide for 
military training, readiness, and facility requirements to meet SBCT 
transformation needs, while enabling the current forces to continue carrying 
out their missions and giving due consideration to environmental factors. This 
decision will be based on the results of this EIS, and on consideration of all 
relevant factors including mission, cost, technical factors, and environmental 
considerations. This EIS considers a reasonable range of alternatives including 
several alternatives that involve transforming and/or training on the U.S. 
mainland. As discussed in Section 2.6, the mainland alternatives were not 
analyzed in detail because they did not meet the purpose and need of the 
proposed action. (Complete details on the proposed action are presented in 
Chapter 2 and Appendix D.) 

S15-2 
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S15-8 

S15-2  
cont'd 

S15-3 
No presumption has been made as to the alternative to be selected.  The Army 
has not, and will not, irretrievably commit resources which would prejudice 
the selection of alternatives until a final decision has been made. 
 
S15-4 
Although the Department of Defense, Department of the Army, and 
Congressional representatives have issued statements that the 2nd Brigade 
25th ID(L) will transform to a Stryker Brigade, these statement refer to 
programmatic level decision necessary to continue the planning, funding and 
assessment processes for the proposed transformation efforts and set the 
conditions for implementing an action once a final decision has been 
made.  The final decision on whether the 2nd Brigade, 25th ID(L) will 
transform to an SBCT will be made by the appropriate local commander, 
subject to environmental assessment and other appropriate reviews and 
compliance with applicable federal law.  
 
S15-5 
After the publication of the Draft EIS, the Army announced plans for an 
enhancement package for SBCTs.  The enhancements include an aviation task 
force, an increase from twelve to eighteen 155mm howitzers in the direct 
support artillery battalion, and improvements to command, control, 
communications, computer, and intelligence (C4I) assets.  The announcements 
indicated that the aviation task force would include Comanche helicopters 
when the aircraft were ready for fielding.  In February 2004, the Army 
determined that no further testing or fielding of Comanches would occur and 
canceled the Comanche program.  The SBCT aviation task force will come 
from existing 25th ID(L) aviation brigade assets and will result in minor 
changes to training, primarily some increased aviation training over WPAA in 
support of units training in that area.  The FEIS has analyzed the impacts of 
the increased aviation training over WPAA and those impacts are minimal.  
The Draft EIS analyzed the impacts of twelve 155mm howitzers, a change 
from the eighteen 105mm howitzers currently in the direct support artillery 
battalion for 2nd brigade.  The addition of another six 155mm howitzers was 
analyzed in the FEIS and resulted in minimal changes to noise impacts and no 
change in the overall determination of effect.  The C4I improvements are not 
expected to have any impacts on the environment.  Overall, the Army has  
determined that the enhancements are within the original scope of the 
proposed action as described in the Draft EIS, are minor in nature, and do not  

S15-3 

S15-5 

S15-6 

S15-7 

S15-4 
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S15-8 
cont'd 

require a supplemental Draft EIS. 
 
S15-6 
Mitigation measures likely to occur are outlined in the Executive Summary.  
These proposed mitigation measures were included for public comment. The 
Army reviewed the measures based on public comments and the benefits of 
each measure to reduce impacts.  The Army has listed those mitigation 
measures that are high priority and those that are unlikely to occur because of 
limited resource, unfeasible or there are similar measures already in place.  The 
ROD will indicate which mitigation measures will  be implemented. 
 
S15-7 
The cultural resource sections have been expanded to better address issues 
raised by the public.  In addition, the Army has changed the determination of 
effect in some cases to "significant".  The EIS process is a planning process 
since actions will not occur until the process is complete.  Specific mitigation 
measures will be developed according to the Final PA developed in 
compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA (See Appendix J). 
 
S15-8 
As discussed in Section 4.11, the Army proposes to continue work with Native 
Hawaiian communities on access to areas of traditional importance.  In 
addition, an installation wide access protocol is being developed for all Army 
training lands in Hawai‘i. 
 
S15-9 
We share and understand your concern on this issue.  Our soldiers and their 
families live and work on our installations.  This issue has the highest level of 
attention at the Department of Army and it is addressed by a centrally 
managed program that involves the identification, investigation, evaluation, 
and, if needed, remediation of potential sites.  This program, called the 
Installation Restoration Program, is coordinated with the state and the US 
EPA to insure compliance with all laws and regulations.  It is not, however, 
possible to estimate cost or time required related to a specific site until the 
evaluation phase has been completed.  The Army is committed to cleaning up 
existing sites in accordance with applicable laws regulations.  In addition, if the 
Army chooses to relinquish ownership of the land as a result of a Base 
Realignment and Closer (BRAC), the Army will clean up unexploded ordnance 
left on the lands in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations,  

S15-9 

S15-10 

S15-11 
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including but not limited to the implementation of the Formerly Used Defense  
Site (FUDs) program. 
 
S15-10 
Mitigation measures likely to occur are outlined in the Executive Summary.  
These proposed mitigation measures were included for public comment. The 
Army reviewed the measures based on public comments and the benefits of 
each measure to reduce impacts.  The Army has listed those mitigation 
measures that are high priority and those that are unlikely to occur because of 
limited resource, unfeasible or there are similar measures already in place.  The 
ROD will indicate which mitigation measures will  be implemented. 
 
S15-11 
Chapter 9 discusses projects such as Kawaihae Harbor, C-17 improvements 
and developments on Mauna Kea that are not part of the Proposed 
Action.  the use of C-17s is analyzed as part of this project and impacts are 
discussed throughout the document.  The C-17 beddown and other C-17 
activities are proposed by the US Air Force and are undergoing separate 
NEPA analysis.  Chapter 9 has been expanded to better evaluate the Proposed 
Action in relation to other existing or proposed projects on the islands of 
O‘ahu and Hawai‘i to determine the cumulative impact to resources. 
 
S15-12 
The Reduced Land Acquisition Alternative is a legitimate alternative.  This 
alternative was not disregarded in the EIS as a full analysis of this alternative 
was included. This alternative, while not preferred, is a feasible alternative. 
 
S15-13 
As discussed in section 1.6 of the FEIS, the ROD for the Programmatic EIS 
directed the 2nd Brigade, 25th Infantry Division (Light) at Schofield Barracks, 
Hawai‘i to transform to an SBCT. The Commanding General of the 25th ID
(L) is charged with deciding how best to achieve that directive and provide for 
military training, readiness, and facility requirements to meet SBCT 
transformation needs, while enabling the current forces to continue carrying 
out their missions and giving due consideration to environmental factors. This 
decision will be based on the results of this EIS, and on consideration of all 
relevant factors including mission, cost, technical factors, and environmental 
considerations. This EIS considers a reasonable range of alternatives including  
 

S15-12 

S15-13 

S15-14 

S15-15 

S15-11 
cont'd 
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S15-15 
cont'd 

several alternatives that involve transforming and/or training on the U.S. 
mainland. As discussed in Section 2.6, the mainland alternatives were not 
analyzed in detail because they did not meet the purpose and need of the 
proposed action. (Complete details on the proposed action are presented in 
Chapter 2 and Appendix D.) 
 
S15-14 
The decision to transform in Hawai‘i was analyzed in the Final Programmatic 
EIS completed on March 8, 2002.  The Record of Decision for this EIS was 
signed on April 11, 2002.  All the factors considered for transforming in  
Hawai‘i are included in that Final Programmatic EIS.  The discussion 
regarding why transformation is to take place in Hawai‘i can be found in 
Chapter 1 – Purpose, Need, and Scope of this EIS.  However, options of 
transforming in Hawai‘i and training elsewhere are discussed in the EIS.  
Please see Section 2.6 in the EIS. 
 
S15-15 
We thank you for your comment and your comment has been noted and 
included into the administrative record for this process.  Hawai‘i was adopted 
as a territory of the U.S. Government in 1900 and was granted admission into 
the Union in 1959 via Pub L 86-3, 73 Stat 4 when the people of Hawai‘i 
petitioned the U.S. Congress for statehood and adopted by vote in the election 
held on November 7, 1950 the Act of the Territorial Legislature of Hawai‘i 
entitled "An Act to provide for a constitutional convention, the adoption of a 
State constitution, and the forwarding of the same to the Congress of the 
United States, and appropriating money therefore", approved May 20, 1949 
(Act 334, Session Laws of Hawai‘i, 1949).  We understand that some 
individuals do not agree with or support the formal annexation of Hawai‘i in 
1898.  However, issues of statehood and Hawaiian Sovereignty are outside of 
the scope of the NEPA process. 
 
S15-16 
The correct reference is Section 2.2.4.  This has been corrected in the Final 
EIS. 
 
S15-17 
Section 8.11 and Appendix J have been updated to include more information 
on oral histories, religious practices and areas of traditional importance.  In 
addition, the Army has determined that the proposed action will significantly  

S15-16 

S15-17 

S15-18 

S15-19 
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impact areas of traditional importance.  Mitigation measures are identified such 
as the implementation of the Final PA that will reduce the severity of the 
impact but not to less than significant levels. 
 
S15-18 
As discussed in Chapter 2, the howitzer artillery analysis has been updated to 
reflect the current proposal for 18 155 mm howitzers versus the 12 155 mm 
howitzers analyzed in the Draft EIS.  This change in the number of howitzers 
had a minimal effect on noise as discussed in Section 4.6.  The determination 
of effect for noise has not changed. 
 
S15-19 
As discussed in Section 4.8, 4.10, and 4.12, the soil analysis conducted showed 
that there did not appear to be a significant offsite migration of explosives or 
other toxic contaminants from the ranges. 
 
S15-20 
The following text was inserted into Section 3.12: The corrosion inhibitor used 
is biodegradable in water and soil into carbon and nitrogen, however the 
ammonium component of the retardant could potentially harm fish and other 
aquatic animals if accidentally dropped into a watercourse. 
 
S15-21 
Chapter 9 discusses projects such as Kawaihae Harbor that are not part of the 
Proposed Action.  Chapter 9 has been expanded to better evaluate the 
Proposed Action in relation to other existing or proposed projects on the 
islands of O‘ahu and Hawai‘i to determine the cumulative impact to resources. 
 
S15-22 
Impacts to the biological resources from dust are discussed in Chapter 8.10. 
 
S15-23 
As discussed in Section 4.8, the Army has concluded that no significant 
conflicts would occur as a result of the Proposed Action on water rights or 
water supply. 
 
S15-24 
Section 4.9 has been expanded to include more detailed discussions of impacts 
from soil erosion along with additional mitigation measures.  The Army has  

S15-20 

S15-21 

S15-22 

S15-23 

S15-24 

S15-25 

S15-19 
cont’d 
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S15-26 
determined that the proposed action would have a significant impact on soil 
loss from training and the mitigation measures identified will substantially 
reduce the severity of the impact but not to less than significant levels. 
 
S15-25 
Thank you for your comment. It will be entered into our administrative 
record. For discussions on mitigation for soil compaction which are specific to 
each site, please refer to section 9 of Chapters 5-8. 
 
S15-26 
The discussions in Sections 4.10, 4.12, 8.10 and 8.12 have been expanded in 
the Final EIS to better discuss the potential impacts of wildland fires.  The 
impact to biological resources from wildland fires has been changed to 
significant.  The mitigation measures proposed, including the updated 
IWFMP, will substantially reduce the severity of the impact on biological 
resources but not to less than significant levels. 
 
S15-27 
Since the publication of the Draft EIS, the USFWS issued Biological Opinions 
for current force and proposed SBCT training on the islands of O‘ahu and 
Hawai‘i. The terms and conditions have been included in the Final EIS by 
reference. The Biological Opinions are available upon request. 
 
S15-28 
Section 4.11 has been expanded to better discuss the impacts to cultural 
resources.  In addition, the Army is working with the OHA to address these 
issues for all Army actions in Hawai‘i. 
 
S15-29 
As discussed in Section 4.11, all areas that could be impacted by the Proposed 
Action have been surveyed for presence/absence of cultural resources. The 
survey results have been included in the Final EIS.  In addition, the cultural 
resource analysis has been expanded and in some cases the determination has 
been changed to significant. The Final PA has been signed by the Army, 
SHPO, ACHP, and OHA.  It is included in Appendix J. 

S15-27 

S15-28 

S15-29 
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S15-30 

S15-29 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S15-30 
As a mitigation measure for safety, prior to initiation of any construction 
activities, USARHAW will employ qualified professionals to perform UXO 
clearance of the proposed construction area, remove all UXO encountered to 
ensure the safety of the site, and document UXO surveys and removal actions 
in full accordance with applicable laws, regulations, and guidance.  In addition, 
if the Army chooses to relinquish ownership of the land as a result of a Base 
Realignment and Closure (BRAC), the Army will clean up unexploded 
ordnance left on the lands in accordance with all applicable laws and 
regulations, including but not limited to the implementation of the Formerly 
Used Defense Site (FUDs) program. The EIS evaluates the total impact of the 
project over the life of the project in Chapters 5-8.  Cumulative impacts are 
discussed in Chapter 9. 
 
 
S15-31 
The discussions in the cultural resource sections have been expanded to better 
address the impacts of the Proposed Action and the benefits of proposed 
mitigation. As discussed in Section 4.11, the Army has determined that some 
of the impacts to cultural resources are significant.  The mitigation measures 
proposed will reduce the severity of the impact but not to less than significant 
levels. 

S15-31 
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S15-31 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S15-32 
As discussed in Section 5.8 and 5.12, there does not appear to be a significant 
impact to groundwater contamination from the proposed action based on soil 
sampling.  In addition, the Army has been coordinating with EPA on the 
proposed acquisition of SRAA.  If the Army decides to acquire SRAA, the 
Army will work with EPA to ensure that no actions on SRAA would interfere 
with cleanup measures at the Kunia Village Superfund site. 
 
S15-33 
As discussed in Section 5.9, the surface soil data suggest that contaminant 
concentrations are relatively low, and there are no data to suggest that the 
current soil contaminant levels impact surface water quality. 
 
S15-34 
Since the publication of the Draft EIS, the USFWS issued Biological Opinions 
for current force and proposed SBCT training on the islands of O‘ahu and 
Hawai‘i. The terms and conditions have been included in the Final EIS by 
reference. The Biological Opinions are available upon request. As discussed in 
Chapter 2, the Army has determined that the changes between the Draft EIS 
and the Final EIS are in scope and a supplemental Draft EIS is not necessary. 
 
S15-35 
The IWFMP was updated in October 2003. The IWFMP has been included by 
reference and the overview in Appendix O has been updated. The plan is 
available upon request. 
 
S15-36 
Section 5.9 (Geology) and Section 5.10 (Biological Resources) have been 
expanded and updated.  Additional mitigation measures are proposed  in both 
sections.  The Army has changed the determination of effect in some cases for 
these sections. 

S15-32 

S15-33 

S15-34 

S15-35 

S15-36 
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S15-36 
cont'd 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S15-37 
Section 5.10 has been expanded to better discuss the impacts from the spread 
of non-native species.  Mitigation measures are discussed in each biological 
resources section 4.10, 5.10, 6.10,7.10,and 8.10. 
 
S15-38 
As discussed in Section 4.11, all areas that could be impacted by the Proposed 
Action have been surveyed for presence/absence of cultural resources. The 
text for Section 5.11 has been corrected. 
 
S15-39 
As discussed in Section 4.11, the Army proposes to continue work with Native 
Hawaiian communities on access to areas of traditional importance.  In 
addition, an installation wide access protocol is being developed for all Army 
training lands in Hawai‘i. 
 
S15-40 
Section 5.11 has been updated with the most current survey results. The SRAA 
paragraph has been updated to reflect survey results. Ongoing work stated on 
Section 5.11 has also been completed and the text has been changed. 
 
S15-41 
Section 5.12 has been updated as investigations have been completed by Del 
Monte and EPA. EPA signed a  ROD establishing remedial measures for the 
area south of SBMR and de-listing the Puomoho area from the Superfund site. 
The site is not considered a threat to implementation of the proposed action 
and the proposed action would not interfere with Del Monte’s remedial action 
 
S15-42 
The analysis of contamination and migration off of the ranges is included in 
Chapters 5.9, 6.9, 7.9, and 8.9 and was determined to be less than significant 
and SBMR, KTA, and PTA and would have no impacts at DMR. 

S15-37 

S15-38 

S15-39 

S15-40 

S15-41 

S15-42 
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S15-43 

S15-43 
Section 6.10 has been expanded to better discuss the impacts to biological 
resources.  The ROIs have been updated based on the final Biological Opinion 
issued by USFWS in October 2003. The ROI for proposed SBCT activities at 
Dillingham did not change. 
 
S15-44 
The Army is considering ACUBs as mitigation for other proposed actions and 
has met with the commenter. For the Proposed Action,  ACUBs were also 
considered but more feasible mitigation measures were proposed. The 
mitigation measures proposed are listed in the Executive Summary. 
 
S15-45 
We agree that these are important issues, and they are addressed in the EIS.  
The project would not increase flooding potential.  Degradation of the land 
would be mitigated with measures implemented through the ITAM program.  
While existing flooding potential would not be mitigated under the project, 
new facilities would be designed to offset any of the potential effects from 
increased impervious surface area by slowing runoff.  Watersheds in Koolau 
Mountains have very short retention times for runoff.  The ground tends to be 
near saturation and there is very little water storage capacity in soils.  As a 
result, most of the incident rainfall becomes runoff rather than percolating to 
recharge groundwater.   Except for retention by vegetation and topography, 
rainfall runs off rapidly to streams.  One of the problems is that development 
in downstream areas has resulted in filling and encroachment on flat lands that 
are prone to flooding, and in straightening and narrowing of stream channels, 
and loss of wetlands.  These conditions are not the result of Army actions, but 
of urban development on low lands that are historically prone to flooding.   
The Transformation project is not expected to increase flooding problems 
already inherent in these low-lying areas. 
 
S15-46 
Since the publication of the Draft EIS, the USFWS issued Biological Opinions 
for current force and proposed SBCT training on the islands of O‘ahu and 
Hawai‘i. The terms and conditions have been included in the Final EIS by 
reference. The Biological Opinions are available upon request. As discussed in 
Chapter 2, the Army has determined that the changes between the Draft EIS 
and the Final EIS are in scope and a supplemental Draft EIS is not necessary. 
 

S15-44 

S15-45 

S15-46 

S15-47 

S15-48 

S15-49 
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S15-49 
cont'd 

S15-47 
As discussed in Section 8.2, if the Army decides to implement the Proposed 
Action, the Army will work with the community to coordinate public access in 
consideration of Army mission requirements and public safety. The Army will 
work with the State of Hawai‘i to set up additional hunter checkin stations at 
PTA.  For more information on current public access programs at PTA, please 
contact the PTA Public Affairs Office. 
 
S15-48 
As discussed in Section 8.2, the Proposed Action will not significantly impact 
land use at Kawaihae Harbor.  Section 8.11 has been expanded to better 
address the potential impacts of the Proposed Action on Areas of Traditional 
Importance. The Army has changed the determination of effect to significant.  
Mitigation measures are proposed, such as working with Native Hawaiians to 
provide access to these areas. These measures will substantially reduce the 
severity of the impact but not to less than significant levels. 
 
S15-49 
As discussed in Chapter 2 and Chapter 8, while many of the impacts are the 
same there are differences between the alternatives.  For example the impacts 
to land use at SBMR are significant for the proposed action while they are less 
than significant for the Reduced Land Acquisition alternative 
 
S15-50 
Based on public and agency comment, the Army has conducted more detailed 
air quality modeling and has identified additional mitigation measures.  As 
discussed in Section 8.5, the Army has determined that based on more detailed 
analysis and the implementation of mitigation measured identified, the impact 
from fugitive dust emissions will be significant but mitigable to less than 
significant levels.  Mitigation measures include the use of environmentally 
friendly dust control measures on vehicle trails and the implementation of a 
Dust and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan (DuSMMoP) for all training 
areas. 
 
S15-51 
Based on public and agency comment, the Army has conducted more detailed 
air quality modeling and has identified additional mitigation measures.  As 
discussed in Section 8.5, the Army has determined that based on more detailed 
analysis and the implementation of mitigation measured identified, the impact  

S15-50 

S15-51 

S15-52 

S15-53 

S15-54 

S15-55 

S15-56 

S15-57 
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S15-58 

from fugitive dust emissions will be significant but mitigable to less than 
significant levels.  Mitigation measures include the use of environmentally 
friendly dust control measures on vehicle trails and the implementation of a 
Dust and Soils Management and Monitoring Plan (DuSMMoP) for all training 
areas. 
 
S15-52 
Section 8.6 has been expanded and mitigation measures to address noise 
impacts have been identified.  The Army proposes a 1,000-foot daytime noise 
buffer and a 2,000 foot nighttime noise buffer for training activities at WPAA. 
 
S15-53 
As discussed in Chapter 2 and Chapter 8, there would be a change in 
helicopter activity over WPAA but not over PTA.  Based on noise modeling 
discussed in Section 8.6, the noise levels from helicopter use will not be 
significant. However, the Army proposes to establish a 1,000 foot daytime 
noise buffer and a 2,000 foot nighttime noise buffer for training activities at 
WPAA including helicopter training activities. 
 
S15-54 
Section 8.11 has been expanded to better discuss the impacts to cultural 
resources.  The Army is renaming the trails on the maps and access protocol 
will be developed. 
 
S15-55 
Section 8.11 has been expanded to better discuss the impacts to cultural 
resources.  The Army is renaming the trails on the maps and access protocol 
will be developed. 
 
S15-56 
As discussed in Section 8.11, the Army will implement the Final PA between 
the Army, SHPO, ACHP and concurring parties in compliance with Section 
106 of the NHPA. As discussed in the PA, the Army's first priority with 
cultural resources is to avoid the resource to the full extent practicable.  If the 
Army is unable to avoid the resource, the Army will consult in accordance with 
the Final PA (See Appendix J). 
 
 

S15-59 

S15-60 

S15-61 

S15-62 

S15-63 

S15-57 
cont'd 
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S15-57 
As discussed in the Executive Summary mitigation measures that are already in 
existence or unlikely to occur, as part of the NHPA Section 106 consultation, a 
cultural resource education center is being proposed with the PTA master 
plan.  Since this is addressed through another project, the visitor's center is no 
longer proposed as mitigation for this action. Additional mitigation measures 
are discussed in Sections 4.10 and 4.11 for biological and cultural resources. 
 
S15-58 
As discussed in Section 8.10 and 8.12, the IWFMP was updated in October 
2003 and will be implemented as mitigation to reduce the risk of wildland fires.  
The plan is available upon request. 
 
S15-59 
The Wildfires subsection  under the Human Health and Safety Hazards 
section of Chapter 9 discusses the burn programs at DMR, SBMR and PTA. 
The Integrated Wildfire Management Plan was approved after the DEIS in 
October 2003 (project #25). The WFMP is available upon request or at 
www.sbcteis.com. 
 
S15-60 
Changes have been made to the FEIS reflecting cancellation of the project in 
Waikane.. For more information, please contact the U.S. Marine Corps. 
 
S15-61 
The proposed land transfer - DMR (O‘ahu project #34) is not part of the 
proposed action but is included in Chapter 9 as other projects proposed by the 
Army or other entities on the island of O‘ahu.  Your comments on this land 
transfer may be submitted directly to the state of Hawai‘i or to the US Army 
Garrison Hawai‘i - Department of Public Works. 
 
S15-62 
The use of C-17s is analyzed as part of this project and impacts are discussed 
throughout the document. The C-17 beddown and other C-17 activities 
proposed by the US Air Force are considered in Chapter 9 (project #33). The 
EIS has been revised to include project information on NASA’s plans Mauna 
Kea. 
 
S15-63 
Resource categories are standard for NEPA documents and reflect suggested 
resources in CEQ regulations for implementing NEPA (40 CFR 1500). 
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S16-1 

Letter 
S16 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S16-1 
The Army has reviewed the public comments and has expanded discussions to 
address comments submitted.  As discussed in Chapter 2, the Army has 
determined that a supplemental Draft EIS is not necessary. 
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Letter 
S17 
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S17-1 
The Army regulations and procedures that ensure mitigation of the impacts of 
the alternatives are currently in place.  In general, Army policy is to meet or 
exceed the requirements of all federal, state, and local laws and regulations.  
Federal and state agencies authorized to implement federal regulations would 
continue to have enforcement authority.  The regulations and policies that 
define the Army’s responsibilities for managing hazardous materials, 
remediating releases, and reporting, generally have the purpose and objective 
of achieving conditions protective of human health and safety and 
environmental health.  These laws and regulations are identified in the DEIS.  
As a result, if the Army properly implements these procedures and meets or 
exceeds the existing federal, state, local, and DoD regulatory requirements, 
significant impacts on human health and the environment will be avoided. 
Cumulative impacts are addressed in Chapter 9 of the EIS.  The issue of 
potential for lead, explosives residues, and other contaminants related to use of 
munitions on ranges to impact environmental media overlaps and extends 
beyond the scope of the hazardous materials discussion because it involves 
considerations of background concentrations, fate and transport of 
contaminants, and migration pathways.  Therefore, the long-term effects of 
gradual increases in chemical residues in soils and surface water, are discussed 
in the Water Resources sections of the report including in Chapter 9.    

S17-1 
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S17-2 
The issue of use of chemical additives for dust suppression was raised by the 
State in regards to the potential effects of these chemicals on surface water 
quality and biota.  Therefore, a discussion of the types of chemicals that might 
be used, as well as literature citations, is presented in the applicable water 
resources sections of the report Chapters 4.8 and 5.8.   
 
S17-3 
No erosion control measures are currently proposed, and there is no evidence 
that they are needed.  Erosion control measures would be developed within 
the Army’s ITAM program, if necessary, as discussed in the Soils and Geology 
section of the EIS.  The proposal referred to in the Mitigation Matrix is to 
monitor runoff water quality.  Currently there is no evidence that water quality 
is impacted by chemical residues.  A detailed monitoring plan would be 
developed.  
 
S17-4 
As indicated in the comment, monitoring, testing, and waste management 
requirements would be defined in the permit for the wastewater treatment 
system.  The EIS describes Army policy to comply with all applicable, relevant 
and appropriate federal, state, and local laws and regulatory requirements, as 
well as with DoD regulations.   Rather than specify in detail all of the 
permitting requirements that may apply to individual construction projects or 
to components of these projects, we have referred to compliance with existing 
laws and regulations generally as mitigation for potential impacts.   

S17-2 

S17-3 

S17-4 
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S17-5 

 
 
 
 
 
S17-5 
The information is not classified.  However, the EIS is intended to distill and 
summarize information needed to describe and evaluate project impacts, and is 
not a detailed technical document.  Therefore, it would not be appropriate to 
include copies of MSDSs in the EIS.  It should  be noted that a large number 
of chemicals are stored and routinely used on the installations, and that OSHA 
regulations require that MSDSs be maintained and made available to personnel 
using the chemicals.  In addition, personnel who may be exposed to chemical 
hazards are trained in their use.  MSDSs are readily available for this and many 
other generic chemicals from a variety of publicly available sources, including 
on the internet. To provide MSDS information in the Final EIS for all possible 
chemicals that are or could be used as part of Army operations would require a 
substantial addition to the document and is not warranted. 
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S18-1 

Letter 
S18 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S18-1 
The EIS has determined that there is no significant impact to public services 
by the implementation of the proposed action.  The Army designs all of its 
projects, including those in this proposed action, in accordance with Executive 
Order 13123 "Greening the Government through Efficient Energy 
Management" (June 2001), Executive Order 13101 "Greening the 
Government through Waste Prevention, Recycling, and Federal 
Acquisition" (September 1998), and Department of the Army Engineering 
Technical Letter 1110-3-491 "Sustainable Design for Military Facilities" (May 
2001) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Sustainable Project Rating Tool 
(SPiRiT).  These documents and tools provide design guidelines and standards 
for sustainable development - addressing water resources, energy and 
atmospheric resources, indoor environmental quality, material and other 
resources. 
 
S18-2 
All solid wastes generated as a result of construction or operations of the 
proposed project will be disposed of at approved solid waste disposal or 
recycling facilities as is the case for current operations. 

S18-2 
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Letter 
S19 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Stryker Brigade C
om

bat Team
 Final EIS, H

aw
ai‘i 

A
ppendix P. C

om
m

ents and Responses 

Comments Responses 

M
ay 2004 

P-135 

 

S19-1 

S19-2 
S19-3 

S19-4 

S19-5 

S19-6 

S19-7 
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S19-7 
cont’d 

S19-9 

S19-8 
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S19-10 
Section 4.2 - Land Use/Recreation in the final EIS summarizes the impacts of 
the proposed project on various land use activities.  Though there would be 
some increase in restricted access, the Army has determined that there would 
be no significant impacts to recreation land use activities except for restricted 
access at the CACTF at KTA which would significantly restrict recreation 
access to that particular facility.  
 
S19-11 
The Schofield Waikane trails are not part of this project and their use will not 
change.  If you'd like to discuss this issue with the Army please contact Public 
Affairs Office  at (808) 655-1079. 
 
 
 
S19-12 
Specific locations of historic and cultural features are purposefully omitted 
from the final EIS to protect them.  For specific information please call the 
Army's Cultural Resource Manager Dr. Laurie Lucking at 656-2878. 
 
 
 
S19-13 
For information on specific lease questions please call Mr. Joel Godfry at the 
Army's Directorate of Public Works at 656-2878. 

S19-9 
cont’d 

S19-10 

S19-11 

S19-12 

S19-13 
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S19-14 
The Army currently funds ongoing stewardship programs like ITAM, LCTA, 
and the INRMP to manage the natural resources of their lands.  Any new 
lands or activity will be incorporated into these programs.  These programs are 
outlined in Section 2.5.5 - Institutional Programs in the final EIS.  There were 
58 proposed mitigation measures outlined in Table ES-21 of the Executive 
Summary.  These proposed mitigation measure were included for public 
comment and based on public comments and a cost benefit analysis those 
likely to be implemented are described in the FEIS.  Costs include not just 
monetary costs, but cost in manpower and training.  The ROD will indicate 
which mitigation measures will actually be implemented. The Army will seek 
funds for all mitigation measures identified in the ROD. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
S19-15 
The Army will seek funds for all mitigation measures identified in the ROD.  
The Army cannot request funds for future unknown mitigation measures.  
However, any future new actions will require compliance with NEPA and 
separate mitigation measure may be identified with those actions and 
additional funds can be requested for those mitigation measures.  many of the 
projects/actions described in here are included as part of current ongoing 
Army programs such as ITAM, LCTA, and the INRMP. If you would like to 
meet concerning these and other programs please contact Mr. Joel Godfry and 
the number above. 

S19-14 

S19-15 
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S19-15 
cont’d 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


